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There seems to be no extcnsive definitional literature of
‘internationnl and comparative library scicnce.\ Of course, this paper
L is not the first one of its. kind however Bereday,l Simsova,z Foskettt,j,,
‘ Shores,u Jackson,5 and Dane,6 amony others, havinp preceeded 1t and :>“~g
deserving careful study., Bereday s work is the Koran of the. field for
hsocial scientists, to some extent and in much abbreviated form described
‘,and adapted for librarians by Simsova.7 In preparing this discussion =
“and explication I am grateful to several friends aﬁound t)e world whose L ,.i
“,'letters of helpful advice should be acknowledged here 8 9’ 10 11 12 13 ' ;?
“,The present paper will attempt to supplement a11 of their statements ,ii 2

}

As a part of the project to explain the theory of the topic,

".to myself as. well as t? the reader, three other papers were prepared

. for e11ucidation, The International Man,,Dean Vs, Chairman, and
‘ ~ : o«wf_, ‘
”,Iranian vs American Library Serial Selection Poliﬂies., Each of these

ffpapers should provide an example of international or comparative library

}f;;ipscience for the interested reader.c R R R {é
?Q@';‘ o If the reader is ready,.then, the question of the moment may G
;;&;bdbe prOposed What is, or what are, international and r»mparative ifj A
;;j}flibrary science? Before plunging intﬂh extended aeflnition of these ‘_fi
?;afitwo phra es,i he paper will spend some timewdescribing their setting S
a::%iand explaining related terms., Af er their definitions havc been stated,

'gkexplored compared and contrasted their particular research methodology




‘ : ‘T‘l(’lx.ﬂ . | '
describpd and the difficulties of workinV in them di"cussed, certain
ilof their Flobal implications will be considered. L

. The Fomparaiivo Studies.--The development of comparative studioa started

~in the l6th oentury with the term, comparative anatomy, analysls of the
likenesses and differnnce" between human and animal form. _Since then, : ) S
: comparative fields have developed strongly ia several other subject , |
'f.areas, such as psychology,’medicine, biology, bio chemistry, government
literature, 1inguistics, religion, law and. education. o
| | Each one ‘of the comparative fields has its own. pattern of , .
| individuality and similiarity to other fields., Comparative Ps ychology isf;fifivf
. the. study of animal versus human behavior._ Comparative medicine compares .?
:animal and human medical probiems and treatments. Comparative biology |

compares animal and human biology, and comparative bio chemist.j-compares t“ﬁ‘i;

the chemical properties of all life forms. Comparative government and ,’t?-
| 5 Y
‘Lpolitics studies the similarities and differences in the political systems‘*

'hof different countries. HoweVer, much loose phraseology can be seen iﬁ
"this and other comparative fields, so a book which merely collects national

‘“constitutions may be called comparative politics, also. Comparative .
’viiterature analyses the themes, plots, and characters found ini}iteratures E

"[“of various countries. Comparative linguistics stuaies the 1anguages of

'.3various groups of people and nations., Comparative religion compares and ;

'fp;contrast‘ithe elements of different religions, their form,of worship,

ff”doctrine, architecture, and holy writingsh‘m‘

-

In contrast tohtheir,comparative!phases, the international{phases

'”fg,of psvchology, medicine, b ology,,oio-chemi try, government literature,

e less often spoken of but in all

'V:flinguistics, and religion tend:‘o;ﬂ

";fﬁto involve cross xational considerations and activities”;,ft.5wt“;”“hﬁ

Among the comparative fields,hcomparativefand international law

t}{U:d education seem t .b'l\‘ders in

IText Provided by ERIC

Though there is some°j}?7

‘uvariation in interpretation o'”thei scopefand emphaSines, ‘compa



{

dcals with the lcval likcno3ﬂos and diffornncc' betwecn countrion,
particulnrly POF&rdlnFQLhC laWs of ,pocific problem aroa Por in“tahco,‘
_it is apprOpriate ﬂ?ﬁ:&%n to study the divorcc law in two sociali t
| .countries, finte;;ational law -deals with the lepal problems betwoen
‘,two or more. nations, the laws of international organizations and of .
“,outer space, without 1nvolving comparison. It covers the law of . the'

‘oceans and international trade for example.i A third field forei"n law,

on the other hand simply describes the law existing in any- other:

W, P, :
country than that of the author or the publisher. TheseTaspects of

: comparative and international 1aw should make useful contributions to

- \

'the development of definitions for comparative and international

'~library science.

The field closest to comparative library science seems to be

‘comparative education which is more than a century old and is relatively
wp‘<we11 developed 1“ The definitional situation in education is simiiar‘l“”
Aato that in law, though here, too, strict definitions are. not always |
,adhered to.‘ Comparative education studies the comparisons in educational B

: goals and practices between countries, often with a view toward seeking
TR e TP As™NS s
vsolutions to problems. International education attempts-to cover all ST

‘ N
- mu1ti~national educational activities, especially those of national

wfvg In the above description of comparative and international fields,‘.;

wand 1nternationa1 organizations.”s

“’:we may note”that the term, comparative, carries geographic or cross :
“ff?national implicatioas in the humanities andﬂ,ocial scienoes, but not E
“’”f;iin the sciences._ In the social sciences Fenerally, the term s use b
ffsuggests focus on the investigaiion of social phenomena dlstributed in

s : ch.ohﬂ‘\. ‘
-;idifferent societiek‘or types of societies, multi-nati ' ,In lﬁ‘dut

5f{foiological sciences generally, as in the field of anatony, conparative

" r o ‘~\>Y“L’(\‘l

an‘animal vs. human denotatio‘“\nAlso, it should beﬂnoteu L
o adls be LT ey —\u-if‘;;@\buﬂc)
"ity of cases,*the ensir ‘comparative and.lnternational
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R (Lu\ v EARE ,
‘rficld in all of it"\comparqtiVe;"interhniionnl*and mrr(ly 1“01rﬂirnv~
, 5.

aspects ‘ tend' in common practico Jto be most oftcn rcfcrrcd to and
,/

ek s g 8

‘”]subsumcd under “he sp cialized word comparative, rather than the

ol isceminﬁly more comprehen ive word 1nternatlonai. Perhaps, this is

- due to the. Freater vayuencss of the word international, or. to tho U o,

, ¢
‘(more scholarly sound of the word comparative., Cultural borrowing BRI
75%’**18 a feature common to most of the comparative fields, many of the K

r¢approaches aﬂd problems encountered in one. can be seen in others, also.

Compﬁrqtive library Science Definitions,--Although having antecedants 7

am

fgoin# back at least two or three Fenerations, the field of comparative :

PO

library science has developed primarily since 1964 Simsova claimed

that Chase Dane used the term first il 1954 6 In the next ten years, cpftbﬁ

I
the term ebpeared nowhere, but since that time its use has grown o

, ‘1 R ok
3 and Carl White 3 were early term R
“vusers as was Nasser Sharify.;éum-,,“ ,,-*-'%yj%~[ N '“?fih* :;~,€ vi fﬂ*f?p?7

-,considerably. D J Foskett

Before examining various definitions for comparative library
,.science, perhaps we shculd define the generic term, library science. d{“ff_lé

’Library science is the study of modern librarianshio.l Library science

is th° study and practice of library management warary science is d

‘.‘the description analysis and practice of the purposes, policies, and
.f_ procedures of all types of information:handling orranizations. Library -
”:h;science is the study and practice of user analysis, printed and audio-visualié
(l[fmaterial selection,‘acquisition, crgeni*aticn, storage and service, , :

'rﬁ;fﬂin schools, colleges, corporations, government ugencies, and public

”aglibraries, in fact 1n institutions of all kinds., Library science

ff,is the art and science of bringing people and books together fruitfully.f‘

' The broad and comprehensivs field of»library sc1ence should be under-ffh7

h'ﬁstood to include portions of the closely related fields of reading,,glf57s

”_ffcommunications, publishing, and printing, as well as information science,

ER\(: all types of library work°and all types ofwlibrariesl__lerary science




cppear" to be both a‘stUdy‘and practice, conccntratinp on 1ibraries,
,rin all of their possiblc aspects, both artistic and vcientific, from |
':user nnalysis to service. R | | "
Perhaps comparative 1ibrary sciencc can be 1solated further
‘jl by deocribing what it is, what it is not not quite, or not at all.r-
'y'The following uozen or more definitions are common and.. useful but
'",many of them are incomplete or somewhat misleading, also i Some of ‘~'
them have been adapted for present purposes from other comparative :
study areas At any rate, their stauement may help us to widen and
' deepen our understandinp of the comoaratlve 1 brary field, beforé:l:ﬂr*ng
V,ia final comprehensive definition\$:tomparative library sc1cnce has been
*‘idefined as a comparison of the various kinds of . llbraries and the means
“yof providing them in different countries.l,7 Also,'comparative library
: :science can be called that branch of library science deallng w1th the
k‘policies and practices of other countries.s, ,TheA%Q;:t”;f these ‘_ |
l“g3definitions neglected to mention the necess1ty of studying a specificivp<

O
,topic and the second neglected to mention the 1dea of compari on

Another definition- comparative library science seeks t

‘“‘eunderstand the simllarities and differences among the libraries of all
| ‘countries.;s 0bv1ously, this definition omltted a statenent concerning |
fsystematic study, though it did include the idea of comparlson. Following ﬁf

‘\,Noah s lead,‘comparative library science may be deflned as the intersection{%ﬂfi

,gnof the social sciences, 1ibrary science, research and the b1-nationa1:**t';§

sfpffﬁﬁdimensions.}#'u

While tru ”and stylistlcally“intriguing, like,',,,i
R i ‘ AW A ““v
*the other definitions given here,,this was more nearly a comment or.

‘ ?:ftdescription than a definition.,ffffa°,

»;?ﬁtisé't” Nany other definitions of the term exist Each author has fff;wvv'

“everal ways.ﬁ In one sentence,

)

”henballed it theystudy of 1ibrary deveIOpment inmgany countries to

J:Rbghiscovertwhat“a




,6

elvcwhere.Gf Also he defined it as thn examination of thc philosophics
: ‘5&)\i\\"\

“,‘wdnd policies of librarranan~u on an intornational ocale to dctermin

FaN o
”lonr ranpe trends, internation11 shortcomings, contnaditions and

‘l;inconfistenoies.6\ In still another definition hc called Et the study

e ﬂviolated the one world philosOphy permeatinv this‘field It seemed

”'tf,,either to rule out or relegate to &

ifiﬁfGVery inclusive too general

PR

of the causes and effects of library development throughout the world 6 -
lAll three definitions omitted the comparative aspect though one added fg :
| :sthe concept of cultural borrowing. ‘ | | "" |

| One of the favorite purposes listed for American comparative‘;:
-library science courses, perhpas following Dane'f lead, and another way -
of stating a definition, was that of acquiring deeper understanding

Teek Q.
of American librarfansﬁip thru- comparisons with other countries.19’ 20

' Study of library problemS“abroad was expected to help the student understandi;p
‘_the same problems 1ocally, bo n because of the differences and because - 5
of: the similarities encountered and Lo make local iibrary improvements
- faecordingly : However, for profitable use, the student needed to be able
,to evaluate thoroughly the success of the libraries studied.m Since -
l,luation of this suecess often depended on inadequate evidence, however,'w
‘isuch idea transfers were difficult ‘to- carry out “ '

William Jackson defined comparative library soience as the study

‘of 1ibrary systems and problems in countries outsida the United States
and of American interaction with them.19‘ To him, international library
‘Hcooperation was subsumed under comrarative library science, also.'

jObvious1Y. this was an American-oriented definition and therefore

low status anJ American interest

SR \ v LN gL e
ﬁ;in the comparison of Arabic with Turkish,libraryanshiph‘for instance-_u

A SRR
Asheim.: Promote the useful exchange of information and 1deas.21};f"

| a subject which deals with material

“;{on theory and practice found in:different4geographical and political ;ffﬁfﬁf




o —ie e el

“data as wcll asnLo thc country of thh‘writer.l ':This‘definition;
'prov1dﬁd anothcr comment und oounded somewhat 1ike internationni library
‘Q‘fsciencef It did add the concept ‘of. methodology to our thinking but seemed
to omit the necessity of compari on.ff | | o |

Foskctt suppested that the comparative method mcant the collection :

ev_pof data‘on exi ting library rf,stems and their measurement against some

hypothetical or actual situation used as a point of re1erence.3 He pointud
‘out thc importance of compqrative library science as a.way of systematiaing |
observations and the arrival o;~deci°ions based on airect observation and
uconfirmable hypothese rather than mere opinions or the use of secondary
V'sources.ﬂ He emphasized the importance of data collection as a foundation
~ for comparative study._ Also, Fost: %t suggested the importance of this
‘method in’ bringring order into thinkincr about 11brar}é§s§§i§4 éenerally.
Shores' definition' study and comparison of library theory

.f;and praotice in all of the different countries of the world for the‘\

:‘;purpose of broadening and deepening our understanding of professional f;

problems and solutions.?? This definition sounded reasonable, but certain |
;of Shores' interpretations 1nc1uded something like, “Comparative
‘;ilibrarianship suggests a new and critical role for librarianship. |
lsPatently, political and industrial leaders of nations have been s
:ffunsuccessful 1n promoting world understanding. It is just possible‘l o

| that the quiet force of 1ibraries can succeed where government«have

lﬁplfailed "22 While it is;not clear Just what this meant there sesm. to f\

ome implications of joralism, social welfare and peace-making he

”;,ﬁof making the world a better place which are unnecessary and inappropriate,‘"

;'ff¢7ﬁidea11stic and impractical Scholarship is justifiable for its owr sake

7f;f%without social welfare implications,a Sueh approaches and emphasizes

7“ﬁ;fwill only retard,development and hold the field at a popular and

:rgﬁdescriptive level ‘ftf;'
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A dcflnltion ndaptnolo to lihrary ,cionce,ialeo,:apparently‘hoUId‘
:f call compirative librnry ﬂcicnco that field which is. conccrned with .
the systemat c and OYDliCit comparison cf library phenomena in two
*‘or more societies.23"' -
Milcs Jackson that ficld of study that deals hith the comparison
<;i‘«of the. thcory and practice of 1ibrar11nship in different countries to- ia
lfdeepen and broadcn under tanding uf problems bevond national boundries.5 ;‘:‘
A useful dcfinition very much like that of Shores. _
. In explication and in conclusion however we may ask what

v

i,different countries are included in this definition? Any other
’e-<— \)wfmwu\ x~\, ,'Q..LLL
country than your own than the author E) n;iixa countrs, that is.: )
TLWilliam Chait of Daytcn Ohio, U S A., reads a paper drawing
B et
: comparisons between American and Iranian public 1ibranyananxp at the
'AAmerican Library Association conference in Dallas, that is comparative .1_”§C
-;1ibrary s01ence. If Poori Soltani of Tehran, Iran, reads a paper at |

*J;the Iranian Library A sociation-conference in Tehran on her trip to

‘Lfvisit American libriries, and in 80 doing, compares her own organization,}.
rthe Tehran Book ProceSSing Centre, w1th the Bro-Dart Alanar Book

fProcessinp Ccntre in Pennsylvaria, that is comparatiVe 1ibrary science.;

~-However, if Bill reads a papcr on American public iibraries at the
vDallas ALA conference or’ if Poori reads a paper on, Iranian cafaloging

\lvrat Tehran that is not comparative library science. If Chait' paper ;

'f_about Iran discusses the American 1ibrary ideas now being pract*ced here,

’fmffishit still comparatlve librnry science? Yes,‘and 1t is still oomparatiVe

:‘v“.kflibrary science if- Chait reads his Iranlan paper' wt the Japanese Libram’

" Association conference.‘“gyu'w‘

_‘ Now, is it still comparative library science if Chait's paperf~'5i
i?merely 1ists statistics from the public libraries of several large Iranian
;fand American cities? No a mere 1isting of data from two;,titA_:iléxiyipz

s W \ - R oy G.}’—‘OC\‘-(-J oD,
I:R\KZ comparative, so may be calledeinternationalalibrar 5

it I8
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":he‘dibcusses American'publicklibrarica‘only?:,No; that~is_neithoriﬁ
ﬂ,international nor: comparativo librnry écicﬁcé: Comparativerlibrary'
,;sciﬁnce involves a cross yeorraphioal nalySis andusually-afcross
| gocictal analy“is, also. | | " L | |

Theoretically, the term, comj rativc,'wnen applied to library
k'science can refer to comparisoas of ary kind of library science, such as
a study of Danish public and- school librarlcs {;O the comparison of
one'British charﬁing'system withcanO'uer. Conscquently, the most
' general definition of comparacive libriry‘science is. the study of library

"science by the comparative mcthod to tudy policies and practices by

f«comparison and contrast any polJcie' and practices._ However, this

— e
«,\,_._,____.. ———

= ——— .
~definition is not the most common ongifor the phrasek,not the one being‘r

‘_‘studied here._ The special meaning of comparative library science as

B
A

t,'applving to libraries abroad has developed through common usuage as-

it has in’ the social sclcnces ﬂenerally.‘ No;, the non-geographic use‘ ’

QQ,\ _‘Lo«,u,\ Jat o8 ‘UW\, M\Wﬁf&!—‘ u g, " 5-1,‘2_ FEA T \7) ﬂ v\l Soal '__‘ " S
is quite common. It is the latter with h1ch we are concerned here,s-

yexclusively. |
| "For this paper, comparative library science can be called the

"uﬂobjective and accurate statistlcal and factual comparison and contrast

o with full background social, cultural and llbrary data, of one library
science topic in two or more countrieo. It is botn a methodology in
aWhiCh a hypothe31s is proven or disproven and a field of study and

‘htmgiknowledge as well "f.ﬁ‘”‘

'°j{Relatcd Internatlonal Library 9tvdv Pwelds.f~81msova supgested that

ftany aspect of 1 brary science 1nvolVing more ‘hat one country which
:;fwas studied as an academic discipline usinv methods of systematic enquiry
*7Qicould be called comparative library science.?r If the study was not |

‘ﬁf{fcarried out as an academic discipliro and systcmatic enquiry methods ff'

“‘; ere;not used however ?than she supgested that a second term be used

flibrarieﬁhﬁy'W 
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aimcd at p10mot1np 1ntcrnational undorstondiny would be lnternationai

- ljbrary c1cncc whcrcas a Ludy tour planned to COmparc charﬁinﬁ"

sys tem ‘ ystcmaticallyd in a number of. countries, would be called | gyt .

' ‘comparative library s01ence in her framework fOr cxample.' This type

- of interprctation is common 1n the field of education also. ' "f '

I do not apree w1th Simsova s d1st1nction betueen the scholarly ;T
and the unscholarly.; Surely, 1t should be poss1ble to stuiy the
libraries of another country in a scholarly manner w1thout beinp

comparative, for example, thru normative corrclatlons of the social

‘and library data of that country only,v And surely, many comparative"

library studies are not very scholarly, for 1nstance, my own.‘wr%” o

To me, comparative library soience 1s and is: not 1denticalv

i with in ernational library science.' Certain of the more general

definitions given above seem to apply better tc 1nternational than |
to comparative library s01ence.\ Pontrary to common practice, I believe ‘f'h
that international library s01ence should be used as a eneric term
to cover all aspects of the 1ntcrnat10nal affairs of lioraries, all

kinds of library studies involv1ng more than one country, anything

l

.o local or national -In contrast, 00mparat1ve library s01ence,'l'

foreign library science, and 1nternational 1nstitutional library s01ence,;

l all three, should be subsumed under the overall term international

library science._ They should be cons1dered subd1vis1ons of 1t which

: zi exist on a lower level of penerality.‘ The remainder of this paper

!

”wﬂﬂ assumes the acceptance of th1s definition and d1scusses all other

parts of the field as subd1v1sions of 1nternat10nal llbrary science.gs"
Under international library s01ence, the field of foreign

library sc1ence,‘listed above, 1s a d1screte study area of its own ‘v],@t,lé

It is that librarvfscience carried o

,;outside one s own country, the
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  f g ‘    10a

"Au landvkunde“;-conqlcts of the study by enyone of any 11brary

'Oub oct in anothcr countr or countries _acro,s dt 1eaat one natlonal e
?

border. The history of a 11brary or. 11brary act1v1ty or of llbrary

~ science in a Flven country abroad is fOPean ]1brary M,“f o  f;>

-~
ot




.“fscicncc; for cxamplc,’unlcsa4aysicmatic‘compariaona‘arc mddb to anotherfiwt
: Yficounfra 1n which cave 1t becomes comparative 1ibrary scicnce{‘ The
]xphrase international relations, au used in connection with the American .
SJGQVLibYaPy Association round table and committee by that name, must mean _"‘i
wfmUCh the same thing aS foreign library science.i It must refer to the L
fitforeiyn relations of American 1ibrarians,‘but in this caae, probably |
mgboth with other countries (fore*gn 11brapy scionce) and with lnternationaiF
io‘Fanizations (international institutional 1ibrary science) Foreign k

HJ&}cience'is?illustratedtby the Kaser}fWhite, Bvrd?u book which

Arafthene other ways in whic 'foreign contrasts with comparative

S o ,r\ , ‘

1library science? A descriptive foreign paper would be comparatlve only

’ Sivm |\= R ‘ Y '1‘:

in the comparison,which the reader hlmself made to the librariansnlpr* =
r\\OVs S [ \ e

fihis country. If it merely 1aid out the facts and 1et the reader

ﬂ’“his own analysis, evenla‘paper which described libraries in everal“‘

ountries would not involve conparison but would simply be called ;

‘ pnflibrary science. The compariso‘sﬁmuat be‘madeJVVertly by the

p:,fied by a paper which objectively describes‘a part

!chlar 1ibrary
olicy or practice in two 1ibraries in different countries and then
1tnovert1y compares and contrasts the two situatlons.’ Such a paper is fi»>7f?
ﬁ;much more useful than the foreign library science study which fails

seful comparisons =

pto point out these similarities. Only when all of thef
tﬁand consequent analyses and deductions are clearly written out by the i
xéauthor can he be said to have made full use of his data, to have R

Vﬂ,fhelped the reader to understand the situation as much as he should



Tour sub typcsro ”orcirn library ~ricnce uuUdiP" may bc

ﬁ?{}fdeﬂcribed hore, also.fi”hesc subdivisions oi rorcipn library scicnce

“u%hinﬂludo area and ca e studies,;syst maciri ”‘i ical dpproacn studies.2§7ﬂf

qull four types of studies share with | A 1Py science, thb

2

‘j“more pcneral term, the distinction of CuuububratinF on other countries

Fﬂy‘than ones own and of involving neithcr comnarison and contrasto nor
| Lo ~,.~.,;",:'.' .
‘ , .v.,....m,, RV R L»\]

‘ \yinternaticnal institutional library‘ ciencc. \However, An’ certuin other ;
(\ & ks g‘ \.‘\ Omuv\: (b\\ 'k'\l SHer l‘\\ y‘s‘i:’\l-“u\g_, \\-k_\ f“»’-“w ,{5_‘, ,} ey e s--,.* *\'ﬂb ‘) \:’_ﬁ"’fp)’—m o
e ‘,%smnll res pects,‘varyiny 1rom type to type, 1hcy differ'From foroign '

X “‘\-\»q "\

| Hlibrary science.‘f

A e,

LR R R e i Uﬁ&*&fy4¥«Lhw“9mf30*buhﬁxfi(ﬂljbh
‘;fnjeach one of the others in the group andsfrom foreign library science xg\¢

j7f¢f1tse1f

ngrea library studies fall under the general hcading of foreign

zlw;library science, certainIY. though presumably the same term might be
‘”itﬁf,,used to cover a stud& on libraries entirely within one s own country.__'y :
“*ffjiTherefore area and foreign library science are not Synonymous, but thefi'f:
t“f~iformer can usually be considered to be a subdiV1sion of the latter.w;?a’dﬁ‘”
HdiiArea library science studies are mere descriptions without more than i
"°"Vsuperficial analysis, usually covering several contiguous nations
H{i‘or sometimes a homogeneous district within one country.~ fvﬁfrlnei.

S An area 11brary study lists the library characteristics in

fﬁone country or area of the world 25 It is essentially descriptive,‘,~sk“‘

7ﬁ@ppeferably on many“variables, and may provide the raw data which can
5 ORI

o fbe used later in a more complex comparative study. Rarely, an area

;;library study may be analytical not merely descriptive, but only within {tﬂ;

B Yﬁfkthe data of its own area., Immediate answers tO questions may be
| Vfidentified without extensive attempts to place the study in its
‘%fﬁlcultural and historical context to 1ocate causation, or to make

"comparisons., Comparison seeks unifyinp themes, trends,iand causes,.;‘hﬁf:'“’

JAruitoxt provided b cnc I

‘ERk(IThe xacts are merely the symptoms to the comparative student though




"thcy ave us ually the end product to. thc arc ;tudont; Sincc it ls R

"7}Drim1rily des criptive ra\her than analytico Harvcy 8 Pﬂpi tnn‘ond

-

Y

'Afphanistan Librarianship paper is an excmplc of an arca 1ibrary study.\

fprn all area tudies the data must bc Oerﬂl?‘d Fcorraphically as well |
i,s fas by type of library problem.t. | | | v‘ fw |
| Therc is a continuum bctween th%’purc area study and(the pure
h'Qcompqrqtivc study. Thc lattnr a]ways has some clements of thc former,:
‘_fbut the former, 1n‘its pdrest form, conta*ns no elements of thc 1atter. —

. ﬂ,,As comparisons and analyses creep into an area study, 1t becomes moreyfffli

‘ffnearly comparative., In theirdpure forms, an area library study stresses
‘ﬂfthOroughness in gatherinp facts while a comparative study stresses
tllanalysis and factual comparison. e . e SN

e The library case study, a second type of foreign 11brary stud

”Vttis popular in international library scienoe as’ well as in instructors‘ 7ji

‘*9 20

course outlines;_, It descrlbeﬂ only one country without comparison, i

1and concentrates on one tOplC.} The maJority of library case studies are

“historical descriptive and informal rather than scientific. They

‘”]“;may be intereeting, but usuallyytheir reliability is unproven, so they

*’1‘;‘must be approached with caution.,,,owever, to define the casf

‘:iyl,ﬂas always being a case history(would be regrettable. While its history
| ydiw1ll be useful full description of the case w1ll provmde data of <
;‘potential value in several study areas. It makes no difference whether ‘.dqz
uan arca or case study is done bv a national or a foreigner., HoweVer, B
. a foreign library study must e done on'a country not native ‘to ‘the e
x“‘firesearcher.f‘t L \' “‘ : ‘h r‘5~.:f-,‘~"s'a tff ;i;‘Ley i S

e A biography or foreign library study in only one country is jd’
’fja case study.v A library case study is not a comparative study because 5,fﬂu7

it does not compare its subject to anything extra—national, except

nerhaps occasionally and superficially. The case t~tudy is valuable

;Eﬁhgio researchers generally only when it‘is typical of some larger group




'“fﬂ{}needed before any generally applicable generalizations could be

'lgfobtained

'f;fand fourth types of foreign library studies,ﬁ

‘,to tho case. him"clf or itsclf. Of couree,'sevoral case tudica on‘jfflfﬁ, B

wtho 1mc tOpic may contain the* imilaritio wnich survout thc devirability

'",'on only one case in each country.i,

: and wh(n !hif‘ moddlity i '.,h01m.‘ Othorw’tso, ‘Lta valie io' 1(,,»11(,%:(,(1

‘;of conductinp a comparative snudy. ﬂn the other hand the library

| aoe otudy may be us cful for ahoi"r reason, a1°o, bo ausc moro

‘:nearly analytic literature do nc jbt exist 1n quntity.. Pinally,;

‘ ’yW° mnst point ouL that‘a otudy or onc univer ity librlry in each of

‘It\

v”[f»two countrics would be a comparative case vtudy, a comparison based ‘f*'¢y{j

;Additional library pairs would beh‘

Systematic and topical approach libraryvstudies, the third

nvolve two or more

_rcountries.. They do not necessarily imply direct and overt comparison, f;_‘fk

":fhowever, so are not identical with comparative studies.‘ Since they

| Jtﬂfarea stu ies, either. “

| #«»’v

'yfiiadherance to the definitionsgglven hereoo Ranganathan s admirable

htgHeadings and Canons, for example, is a curious hybrid Wthh defies

dfijclassification-v:

luf~\ o5 E"‘\ \»'/\ *-\)'—"\.‘a <z \‘-W\.u S Sxasy) \UL"&‘&IP ,W\ A DY 1*;&)&,’ R

f topical thereby confounding everyone. ~:yfpf§’ff*°””

'1WffﬁmaY 1nclude many countries orjseveral cont:nonts, usually they are not

'Normally,f‘he systomatic study analyses many‘“,yiif;f

variables in a 1 v countries oq;else a few variab]eo'in many countries.uf}

However in common pract*ce, these'terms are useer1thout strict

27 It has been called,compara 1ve,{systematic and

~1

\/nu)

‘%qwe have described two major subdivisions, oomparativc and foreign

' ‘;science. This field is a specialized one which dealo with tne work

u;“rc It refcrs to the library activities of sucn multi-national institutions

'}elibrary science. The third and last maJor and diocrote subdiv1sion ‘

‘~iof international ’ibrary science is international institutional library

'”5wof multi-national asoociationb, librarie Sy organizatione and evcnts.\fﬂﬂ




"‘as the FAO PID Americun Pricnds of the Fiddle Fast, and tho
‘*;Tnlcrnqlionnl Qtanddrdr Orgnnisntion non-national institutions._‘f

wahis ficld cwrries no implications of comparison and can quite propeily

_:,include the simpla description by its dircctor in a Swi,s library Journal

'of the UN Library in Geneva, for instance, a subject which would not

e fquélify as either foreipn ¢ ﬂomparative library science., The 1im1ting

B

R it considerations, when the local agency has international concerns.

,_}

i' both intcrnational institutionali*nd comparative, on the other hand

L science._ While the latter' ay:seem to fit better under foreign
V*.:sciences frequent inclusion of the author s own country in its
included ln comparativ,fl

, ]ibrary science,l

‘factor is the non-i ‘ubnal, ur‘more accurately, the multi-national

nature of the sponsorinp organization‘aebviously, a paper could be

for instance, an objective comparison or,ten,internatlonal7social scicnce

libraries in Genevaﬁand ten in New York with the yoal of{reaching

preliminary conclusionsf,bout international social science libraries. ,TEL,
Also, it is possible to describe the two WOrld Health Organization'ffififff
libraries, one in Alexandria and one in Delhi, without attempting to do ek

more than that no comparisons or contrast and that would be narrowly

international institutional and not comparativeyliyrary science,.;,;xp_,.;;

fields. comparative, foreign a

library science is violated by international institutional library

Neither foreign nor international library science can be reaa&;ff‘

lfibrary science, since one deliberately excludes T‘

it in all cases while the other includes it instead of being included

by it International institutlonal library science extends comparative o

in most cases, but comparison of international




':iét‘

‘.organ 7‘!ion 1ibrary aspects is pos“ible,-also.

e

fﬂDofinit*on1l Summary.m-To oummarize, thc openinﬁ scctiona‘of thiu paper e
ifﬁhavc tr nd to cstibli h dcfinitions for the éollowinp major and |
"tminor international library terms'fﬂ*w“ﬂ L | |
| ‘ International 1ibrary3<cience, a comprencnsive term,gan 7il |
umbrella phrase, covors the entire ficld of 1ibrary international

;relations and its studies of non-national library sciencc As S

Flﬁi¢sub-categories, it includes the three maJor and four minor

: .)v',',

“f{f@fieidsflistedibelow., Every paperlil‘tnis field fits into thes

w*ff:general concept

vpjﬁ;ﬂfroreipn library science is the description of any aSpect of

""7‘Vllibrary cporation in one or more countries other tnan thc author 'S
iy “sﬂm-publr mcfts. own. country. It specif‘lcally omits both comparative
and international institutional 1ibrary science.‘ A Harvey r”,‘r]}f;

{Paper on the Iranian Documentation Centre would be an example i

e cchQJfInternational institutional 1ibraryt"cience”re1ers‘to the tfﬁfﬁfq?l
ltfplibrarianship of international 1ibraries, organizations, institu— \,E
aﬂytions, and associations. A paper on the 1ibrary-connected |

cmclnternational Children s Film Fest&yal held annually in Tchran

: retpfwould be an. example. i SO |

v'lfdtf;Comparative 1ibrary °cience is a separate and exacting field
'fi_?and few first rate examples of it exist It is the objectiva

“t‘[f‘i_;cfand sy,tematic comparison and contrast of libraries in two

xflgor more countries on a specific topic in order to reach‘wgﬁirf‘“‘ih

‘f;f;f’conclusions useful in understanding them.- The books footnoted




{2

”below by Dhnton nnd Hnssenforder arc, ruperior e&amplcs.» ﬂr L

.».“7

enordl Comotmatlve Revearch Mnlnodolﬂpy.~—Now that we have identified

ninternational library science and it ‘seven subdivisions, we CDd anl\

g,jconcentrate on the most plamorous and difficult of these oUbleiSiOﬂS,

pcomparative library scienue.« We will attempt to clarify tloﬁvarious ‘h,&»VJV
,stages and problems.‘ Uhat is the comparative research process? How‘i",ifjgjf
“should we compare libraries in different countrie : Adapting freely

,‘omparative research ppocess can

:fbfrom Bereday, SimSOVa and others, thw

'"*]be seen in the following progressive,stages

,{ﬁl,;tSpeculative Stage.,‘Atﬂagueyperception of a relationship

f“?fconnecting a'specific policy or practice followed on one
”‘;¥;aspect or eXperimental variable in twoeﬁ £feéentwlibraries,,

| jlocated in different countries,jjfjiw

A -,’-':'.' : f
oS

g~2Q1tInitial Descriptive Stage., The systematic and complete

”fgﬁcollection o 7information on one eXperimental variable in one

”ﬁwllibrary in_one_country,iusually}the,home country.; The

~3flibrary variables.p,f”“""f"i

},5;itlnitial Analytical Stage | For one function prOblem:‘OP |
ftiipolicy in one library, analyse the data in terms °f S°°1al i,h
.y'science and 1ibrary v”"iables while using social science f’vt
‘ifjtmethods. The correlations between many variables may be sought.
’*ifiVaiue Judgements should be deduced from the"e analyses., Various

- _tfrelated factors, the philosophy of library functions and

'jfnational cultural characteristics,,become important here, since

Jvi“%OQv
Hhip-is»conditioned by the*whole of society. The data

LS o
. 3] ;




should bc analy"cd to revoal modc 5y mcans and trcnds in 7
iro]ation to tho OVpcrimental variable This v riable fnould ,; ufdig,ln X
Je,f,be fully analyecd and intorpreted until its cauoation, L

‘,wcorrelation and role are thorouyhly understood in that library.“l

b

S, Description and Ana‘ysis 1n the Second Library Suage. The same
“jprocedure of collectinF data and analyainF it must bO carrieﬂ %m"
:ffor the same experimcntal varia 1c in the same type of 1ibrany

o P A ‘.U.,«\, 57-'-'"‘-’)*"‘ LU‘—‘L« e 0 (LL’, S O t\ul\ 4""-«J\
]fabroad preferably, in a. library which resembles the first one

d'@}fclosely.yico oificienti 'dgobtalned to hhcﬂfﬂii‘

:irir,the usefulness of this‘data in;predictinghresults for the f7t7‘
‘f:experimcntal variable in the second library.‘ This time, however,

- o:the data collection nust be carried out nfconformity with

MI{ findings in the first library.~ Varlables correlating poorly

1.with the experimental variable in the first country should be E

f};ddropped from coneiderationmand only varlables with high positive

(fryfﬁzﬁcorrelations in the first country studied further.“.# P»*f‘-7“

’°,”}(ibeen'determined by thegtwo'ﬁeparate analyses.j Juxtaposmtion

N comparison require a simultaneous rev1ew of several social

'uzQ‘science anaiysis systemsﬁ,sociological, political legal

“lfeconomic, geographical, meteorolorical demographic, educational
\Lfkand historical-~as well as library science analyees, to compare

ﬂy,\;‘Jﬂethe data from the two countries., Analyse the data to identify

'“*,similarities and differences between countries and attempt )
Vthiito determine why the differences and 81mi1arities exist This is
'xlyfthe staFe of search for commonalities, correlations and patterns ~447‘l“'“ﬁ

‘~”ffamonp all the library and social variables.; The assumptions“jfﬁ“fﬁiwy

3ffand hypotheses or generalizations found useful in explaining



A ot

s eorpc*imcntal varlable actlon 1n one oountry muot be proven _d

H?ﬁﬁf‘ “lor dl proven by bompari on to the same. data for the othcr 7.‘t”
. _count“y.m_ - ; | i | e
Vli6; ’Porrelation then ion Stape.‘ if'atuieastvone‘iogieal
- positive oorrelatlon is found for the exptrlmcntal‘variable in
‘tboth countries, the initlal comparlson has been a succeos,:J‘
“:though perhaps only a very moderate and prelimlnary succoss, and
osegNl .
v perhqpu only . 1n the hort run.~‘%ﬁter one successful attempt

"’.‘ 3 N : :
"‘@the same technique should he applied to several s;milar 11braries

P

fnin the same two countries*fbr the same exper1mental varia‘ e‘

"7and those vgrhables founaauseful in explaining it In otherffff7ﬁ
r;fwords,_the'previously prowen hypothes1s must be tested on new

‘fﬁflibrarles in the same two countries. Onﬂy w1th such correJation

| 57«0* princ1p1es be developed. @nly by sudh extens1on can anythlng

ﬁ;fﬁmore than 1ntr1gu1ng~case studles be devéloped. Just how large the

‘5fsamp11ng shouldvbe :_,vard to saw and wiIltdepend on the ;fgfﬁﬁfhﬂ
ﬁ”fj*circumstances. However, a few liorarieS’will a;most never

g 1ff1be enough anﬁ even a few dozen 1ibrar1es will seldom be very

3“pffirm base}for usefuldgenerallzatmons.g then adcarefully

”‘“f“stratifled sampllng‘orbelse a fourth uO a haLf of the universe
'must be used betore tne conclusions w111 have general national

u”:ﬂon the same variables, the same t@chnique may be applied to g

f_%;librarles 1% additlonal countriess iﬂhis extension will involve |
Qa Sthdy in several countries to prewe internationally the “ ‘ |

1H:fhypothe&as derived from the earlrev:bi-natiamel Juxtapositions.ﬁ e

“ha-fLPrediCtﬁWW%StaFe-\ With continued correlatimg ﬂﬁecess,"'”‘

"y}predictisms of 1nternationa1 relationships bssmgen variables o




can be. mnde bﬂscd on Lhc c. &dcnco at hand.i ‘The achievement ' :;7‘

‘of thivrstnﬁo cnnb]es the rc oarcher to claim thnt ho has

*,ﬁreached thc immedﬁate roal of compara ive‘library science, -

9.

knowlodpc and understanding of causation for one variable in P

.‘oevoial countrico.‘m‘ f,*“,,ﬂ‘, ffw[;h~“

JMethodological Stage. Throuﬁh close analysis of previoun

: (.\f\"(v\< :\‘L\)

‘ steps ‘evolve new theories oncerninp thelsituation and new

l;study other carefullyip“

closely related.to the fir t variable in the same type of

‘~‘icovered ,such as schoolrllbraryvcharging systems;

"gnation-wide school 1ibrary systems, and hypotheses proven

S 1z.
L 'fto the formulation of law'fexplaining the activities
ls,of specific types of 1ibrary worx and iibraries

Sp

Einfi3@cience is7to develop;usefnl*policy~principl;sfor‘laWs?and‘hrh"

'research methodsﬁk

“tstudviny the same and simllar problems with'new d’uﬂﬁ o

‘library and in sevcral countries.‘ By this means,‘they will extend
‘their understanding and predictive ability to closely related

_varlables.H Eventually, wholejunits of librarf”

‘;counuzies ol _Ffary SjSueﬂS shoald e comparcd such asﬁfl7"

'concerning them,ﬂfﬂ”;;vﬁj;v

‘Law Formulation Stage. The final research stage should leadfgfvf

St o M'Sy Morg T
051? ncw and more effective methods of |
| ‘&meﬂ /Wb;i”“"

A

Further Rescarch StapefrpThe“same andfother researchers'should

lected l‘ibf ary e.xperimental variables

science may be

or: theological

«

hlthin

Mfic groups of countries,‘such as, socialist or Southeast

ﬂsian comntries._ The ultimate goal of comparative library




"‘i"'p‘b
‘vto undcr tand 1hcm tnoronrhly.j Tho ]xwo'mu,t oithor bc

'”;-universally truc in all countrios for ccrtair'tjpo, of 1ibrarics
S e LL“JL,vvpuDv5‘~a e ? >
S e and types of library work in certain. klnd of countries of thes
N R S L I Al A% R RN ’“Ov""‘:"*['\' e by ‘ ,
e LT of 11 rary\ ituations. In other words, tho law formulator \'c'

4'-‘

“ﬁmuot bo able to Prove that hi0 law svvalid world uidb or »d ";i t'
RE

Qelse'iutspecific named 11brary situations of widospread Uh\QJ'ﬁc&;;M,

‘ﬂ['occurrance.,fff""‘””

'°f”‘ Summarized ‘the comparative 1ibrary resoarch sta#es are,speculation,

understanding.; rediction and inally,uu

'qiﬁffby juxtaposition and analysis PromiSin? causal variables can be

G ,identi f‘ied

"gfetechniques wiiﬁ’be useful in many situations,‘also,;f'~"4i“””

w

AnaIVSis shou1d proceed from the lesser to the greater

R

}_p;ﬁj'yenerality. First uhe researcher studies the local picture and shows RN

Q

"“eifthat.one experimental problem‘or dependent vari”ble 5an be proven to

'*h“fresult from the action of one orimore other variables.“fHe starts

'”T ﬂworking in a microcosm, with a pair of libraries., For the comparative

"”ﬂ,_igresearcher to attempt to analyse several basicidxperimental varlables

R ‘ AU t.\"u.l;h v :
‘;) in one study instead of comcentrating on ono only, will normally complicate

5’A better oomparative study;




’l the truth of the hypothesi“

f&the‘researcher may{eventually be ablefto approachﬁunlversal applicabllity «3’

;_lavers fone aff a‘inéﬁﬁ'

1Hattempt to: oxplain thc caus ation of one cxpertmenial variablo nnd to

~%)

fjfind it« po“itive rolationﬂhip'vnalsak many oLher relevant socLal and

SR N

.‘hdlibrnrv vﬂriﬂblee na pos ible.y In gonoral Lhe Danton study iq a pood |
‘ﬁyfexamp]o of c-uch rnrrow concontnc‘at;ion.?8 The proof oF a relation>hip nust L
{y.be build up rradually for ono small avpect of library sc1ence.. Bofore
‘7yeneralizations can be mnde about maJor factors, they must be proven
“‘;about tho minor variable sinp them.} The 1mportance of continuing

‘cffthe data collection and_analysis untll significant generalizations can

’”r tho truth of the variable s covariabllity--i.

‘*”the macrocosm If successful 1n'the second country, then the attempt can
V‘,Q;De made to validate the hypothe51s by proving it 1n a thlrd country. By

b'adding other/countries to the analys1s, fourth flfth s1xth and so on,

1 N

'fgunderstood The researcher must Juxtaposesthe dat&.before?he can compare -

f:it overtly. Textual ]uxtaposition}arranges the data;or informatlon in »f

,,_so they nan be compared more ea51iy., Tabulaz

Fhfform arranges the data vertically.3 In comparison, which must always follow :

“’.miuxtaposition, the researcher must balance the data or each kind for

‘[f;He must frequently refe

;fcomparisons aswhe moves from variable to variable.

ﬂone country against the’data of7the same kind fow the other country. uf‘i'iyﬁ

‘_back and forthibetween‘countrles for i

xMany comparative:ﬁiﬁ‘ o

hfjlibrary science studies are at best only Juxtaposition ﬂtudies.,*in“‘"v”'

If the data descriptive and analytical stayes have narrowed

then‘the comparative-stage can be e



carricd nut quito‘"implv nnd quicx]y. Howevcr;‘sinco tnc roqearchﬁr'f:!*if~f
av stxlt with soveral hundxod variabin 3y he mav bo rcqulxcu to‘h“‘ P
juxtapo e and compare many more variables than a few.; Thc numbrr will
be 1arﬁe end the proces dslowar if the researcher collects dwta on
| his variables and then juxtaposes analyses and comparoo them all in-
| the same stage. B . | o ‘ “ |

Simsova dlscussed thc comparative method as a scicntific

‘hfh research method 2 The comparative method is thc compariﬂon or pfoccggef

framework derived 1og”ca]1y Irom‘ahtheory which cxplains the phenomenon
or variable beinp studied Pacts cannot bc understood exoept in a |
: 7f‘superficial way unless they are f1tted into the context of explanations

stressing their causes and correlations. The data should be qumntitative,f\“

with definitions fully developediand’explained They should cov r

i e o s o aar s }--....,..;..,‘_,....

}be aathered carefully} A

:wthorouphly\ hefvariable being researched an'

satisfactory,system:;s needed for proving t;fwtruth about the hypothesis

‘dﬂconcerniny the experimental iv ne- which&is based on obgective,:_fyx*“

_“‘hvarifiablexandlconclusive re earch methods, one yieldinp re11ab1e rcsults
‘ff and preferably explaining causation. A priori assumptions about libraries
and 1ibrarians must be avoided until proven by respon 1ble research. -

‘ Comparative 1ibrary science is one of the social scicnces and‘

studies the social forces which cauoe 1ibrarJ evcnts. Prevailing 11brary

”@(policies and practiceﬂ

””an*be‘fully understood only whcn the resear her hf?é

'analyses the social‘ank cultural backpround 1n which these facts cx1st

Hassenforder has done this type of social analysis well in a historical ‘\fftjf

afﬁ context 29 Fitting 11brary variables into the national cultural 1ife

suming:fhowever. It rcquires thought """

:“"FEKC often difficult and time con

and. research to. clarify the sltuation. Comparative



:7 ffwhere we’ find few ro Dders, the 1lteracy rate should be inve t} ated

e :for in tan0¢. J-f!w e

{ f‘51ike the othe@ o al sciences

" f¢institutions and objects whlch cannot be~man1pulatod nc]d constanb and

'“‘:alf.“i o
'*‘1ibrnry ucience hould noL bo identjiicd with nnJ of the'sociﬂl ,c¢vnceui7
 to tho owclu ion of Lhe olhor 7 houcvwr$ buL it 'nould hv rolatod 10 a71;

‘*fof thom Lo, hP ewtent that thny bcar on spociflv DtOOleo. In a countryk

@

It ig.said that comparative studlos arc juﬂtifiod becwu e3b

, library science muut studv people
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statinticnl comparison 1, problem analy ses, trend idcntifiicntlon,

factorial and nnalvtical approaches, analysis apain st norms, developmcntal
,critctia idcntification,,and historical analyses. The researcher must

validatc both quﬂlitatively by arpument and quantitatively by statis tical
) methods Studies of circulation and budvets are examples which will

often be primarily statistical Much yood comparative library research
kturns out to be correlative study attemptinp to show the statistical

relationfhip between tvio or morc variables, . “

| The problem approach is a natural one for comparative studies

»and should yield much interesting and uveful future work. A survey

ﬂ'and annlysis of solutions to a particular problem in similar nations, e. g.,

S book loss or publicity displays, if pinned down enough by ‘narrow focus,

‘,can have pratical value. Trend analysis is importan,i;fé he extent that
”it identifies foreign influences or at least forelpn echos of the trends
-being described, but isolating trend causation should be of first
t?importance. Such trends as those toward open stacks and rural library

"’service come easily to mind as available for study.

Comnarative Education Review and Comnarntive Education have - .

h‘published studies on comparative teaching methods, and other subjects

J'if in which mathematical and situational research techniques wcre used 32 33
'atAnother example was an objective seventy five country study of mathematics~
{*7§ueducation test achievement 3 hathematical models for explanation,
‘pfprediction and planning can be useful also.u Theoretical model

:foconstruction of teaching techniques can leaa to the restructuring of 5_“Q‘:

Vfwteacher education programs. Mental and personality differences

H?Treflecting national cultural characteristics may be important Factor jv

’"analysis ca be/§u§d to classify data between dependent and independent e
' e C.Lu,\, , : , L
gvariableshhleadidﬁ;the researcher closer to causation. .7*

£ The establishment of norms or standards may be useful for

KC,_ -

E)mparative purposes.

'gAnalysis of two stituation} against a norm fa:




o6 \
may bc helptful in placinﬁ them prop\xly in rel dtion to a wider nampling
yof counlries. Porhaps the Irani an 1ibrary Jtandards produced by
this author can ‘be uscd for this purpose, for cxamplc.
okett pointed.out the des Jrability‘of deing comparisons‘to
superior xamples, ideals, or models, also. 3 Comparative studies need
.not ncccssarily cons ider this approach, however. The field oontains no
“implication that the comparieon need be made to a model or ideal or
even to a superior or successful example. The systematic comparison of
a 1ibrary variable in different countries 1s justified for its own sake'
mwithout the . necessity of trying to improve anyone 5 library. '
Identifying static versus dynamic situations and the factors .
iinfluencing library dovelopment are worthwhile.‘ Traditionally, the "
. comparative method has been used in educationras a way of predicting

the outcome of a particular educational idea or trend or problem ‘

solu ion without having to carry out this 1dea in the researcher 8

7own~country, It has provided a way of conducting an experiment without

‘havinp to do it oneself but merely by watching other people carry it

out. Predicting national development based on experienoe in a
somewhat more advanced country having a sinilar cultural milieu should

. hr ¥
‘be uscful exercise, under the proper conditions. For 1nstance,

- Kuwaiti public 1ibrar1ans might study Egyp ian public 1ibrary'

Vrggtryinp to predict results in one s1tuation by studying the reSults in

“clnot agree.‘ This approach tends to become increasingly risky and

“,development g The entire area of 11brary reform ard planning for

‘3future development is one 1n which comparisons should be useful.&When B

Rl

fbﬂanother one however, it takes a preat deal of reliable data about a

- ‘situation to “be able to extrapolate or adjust for measurements which do“

i'f'unreliable as the relevant variables are found to be dissimilar to o

‘ -those in one s own situation.ﬁ@yfm,f

While historical methoda will always have a place in comparativeyn"“;
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reSearcb, a comparative study snould not bn required to concerr ltself
' uith the past. Current is more aluable than oldnr information. nThe
”SOClalf cicnco method rc1ects the historical method for most studies.
“While sometime useful in sugges tinp areas deserviny more detailed
- analys is and in spotting .relationships, the historical methcd seldom
:prOVidCo the final word in provinp a rolationship._ The past is only
a partial ruide and cften demo raphic, economic, educational political
and "ociolopical approachcs will be more useful in studying the present
and forecastiny the future. 1In such analyses as the effect of the
contrastiny social philosophies on the extens1veness of public library ‘@w
' dispersion in the socialist vs. the Arab countries, for 1nstance,Athe :
;historical method would be only partially helpful ‘ Comnarative-library‘
studies do over space what historical studies do over time.\ of cour it
““is possible to combine history and geovraphy by studying the libraries
of two countries at a past period or even to compare two Country 8

\libraries at two different historical periods.

Each study Comparison should utilize a fully developed questionaire
or testing instrument for data collection. Preferably, however, this %
.,'instruﬂment or at least a major part of it, should if possible be one
,.which can be used again by later students, rather than having them.

”dev*se daté—collection and analysis instruments which are. not comparable.: ‘;%,-
wtpiln this way, the data collected may have a cumulative 1mpact rather than - E

: f‘PrOViding Only separate studies.:;f-

il’

, To the extent possible, international and comparative
“gﬁstudents should undertake library seience research topics which will
enable them to understand an important aspect cf library science, not .ipyi“yfﬁTf

an insignificant aspect of it._ Obviously, the more significant the

,matter studied the mcre useful conclusions on it may be.:_?or example,‘

o T . i

V”V*the peneralization that most UAR library catalogf‘arde arc tan in color,»hhfv:

[}stle most Israeli catalog«cards are white, does not add usefully to
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, , Syl Ly ) ' ‘ * )
~our unders taudinﬁ of West Asian 11brar3un Hip~ except -perhaps to suvre,t

28
hithat Ivr eli llbrar% Z:ﬁlé*maj be somowhat bctter' upportod financially

:than that oI the UAR, On the other hand to prove that UAH prlic
libraries have umall and partially coolcd reading roOms because their
serviccuph osophy'is pOOPLy dcvclop”d whiln Israoli public librarics
have larp ;%ggiﬁieauing rooms becausp thei 4°ervice'philosophy is
well develOpcd may be of yr r,usefulness 1n uture researrh.g,

Also, the prescnce of the Amcritan Harvev, to aid the
Iranian Documentation Centre, instead of the Unesco advisor which ‘,

" the Pakistan National Scientific Documentation Center haa, may n ve
¢left its mark on each organization and?b? worthy of comparative anu
contrastive analysis.‘ A reve a1ing study might be made of the 1nf1uence"

"‘of national characteristics and social problems on the development and
’structure of the four West and South Asian Unesco-aided national |
“documentation center Insdoc Pansdoc N1doc and Turack, as we11
The data collection problem and eﬂtablishment of the social problems
oand national characteristics of these four countries would be a . {
$formidable project however. In all cases, it should be realized that
the criteria for evaluating a p1ece of comparative 1ibrary research
:n;as good or poor, useful or useless, have not been established nor
“even considered aside from tnose customary in social science researoh‘i

“fevaluation generally. -

In most 1ibrary science fields, carrying out scholarly

~{‘?f¢* pcomparisons in depth requires a 1ong and riyorous p eparation.p Travelf{”f‘ﬁg”

i‘and res1dence abroad lcading to personal knowledge of a library systemf7_ffhh;

t are invaluable, since statistical evidence alone is never adequate for L
"-7f¢thorough understanding.: Of course, it is necessary to maintain a friendly

'foand helpful attitude toward both countries being studied since their

“7‘data are being used t” achieve yreater understandiny of*the 1ibrary wor1d

trave1

Foreign languaye competence of a‘high order*for bot ’countries,,
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acquqintanco and corro"pond'mtu in each country, knowlodve of - tnn cultural
history,‘trcnds, and pnttcrns influcntial in thc countrie S, chcral V
.years residence in both, and curbing iof the author 5 own cultural and
personql biases are roquired |

MComparnfivo lerary 801encc Re"oarchtProblcms.--Comparative 1ibrary scicnce

bhas not advanced beyond the introductory stage. Its development began
in the humanistic tradition which it shared with othur 1ibrary fields.
Howcver‘ followinp publication of the: Simsova and Danton volumts, with

_their espousal and ‘use of the ideas current among comparative education

. and 1ibrary science ]eaders, the cla humani tic and descriptiVO approachsf

<can no longer be defended.1 Tts 1acx of precision and careful definitionf‘ :
terms and the absence of a framework 01 theory into which hypotheses :
band findin s can be fitted have made it obsolete.' ““ N i
" \ Most of the present literaturt of comparative library science
‘is des riptive, anecdotal or horatory,rﬂuperficial or suygestive,;d
’tand of only‘fleeting usefulness.‘b ctual and narrative papers greatiy
houtnumber analytical pape;s. Instead of bting a field which has
“\produced gcnerali7ations wﬁith predictive value, it is still merely
pleasant and exotic perhaps now becoming fashionable and qttracting
a number of intellectual tourists.; Soms«of the authors who have writtenf”h?

o explicative papers on the subJect have done 1itt1e or no research in b

;Mfthe field itself

e The Ashei'z“’and Whitegg contributions, we11 known“in the field“
e e : - Sb LS"TL e e T
"ﬁw;were essentially sets of conclusions Eéch author analysed:an xn"nsiveu
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The Munthe vtudy, Imerivan Librnriamﬂhip from a Europcqn AnVIQ,
N\

W
S0 ofton quoted in the litewratwre aamawfine comparative study ,implc,

lin SOMe WAYS is a poor one.-32 nhile »asc1natinp to the American
-readcr for its penetrating obam*vatimns, and an early example of
the sys tematic attempt to relata~pram*ice in two gcographic areas, it.

remains a vcry unscientific perfbrmamme. As a comparison, it is ‘poor,

 since the Norucgian or Europmmwzside “presumably the other nationalixy

- in little more than a vaguely descriptive manner, based on personal

':”situatioas abroad is still the mode in 1972 and Muuthe s shrewdness
) T,is seldom present Library travel abroad can be exciting, but its
L description rarely provides the objective analysis needed to establish

',~generalizations useful in comparing the countries seen.: Normally, ,'i*

iobservation and analysis..
as an interesting narlv and primitive example of the comparative

!ylibrary sciencc method., Unfortunatelv‘ this manner of studying

used for comparison with the Smerican;, is poorly spelled out and compared,

thru juxtaposition or any other mcthod. Further, the whole thing ls

not "proven" in any social scientific sense., The attempt to compare

broad areas of librarianship, as’ ‘he’ did is fruitless anyhow, except

Munthe s book is. the kind of study which should be referred to"‘

1‘comparative studies concentrate on a very narrow topic forming only

ﬁtoagollect‘the_data needed for proper analysis of‘use‘andiefficiency.

77};L”a small part of such a trip, and the time isgnot‘available in which
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both of them. Further, it is true that the contrantﬁ miy e quiint
'and'interc tinp, but are they sirnitlcant for othcr librar £57 In:all
1 situations, it is more important to scck performanco nodes which will |
xallow prediction by their similarlties rather than to seek diffcrcnccs
-which will not ullow predlction. Thc purpose of comparativo analysis
is to locate variable which posscss positive corrclations with oach
'other. Negative findings may - be interesting but are usually less
“helpful The term, comparativc library scicnce, ‘sugmests the importance
..of similarities, wheroas such a torm as contrastive library science
 would suygest a field seeking only to. discover differences.‘ i
f Foskett emphasizes the importance of ascertaining causation.3

| Tho need to7?frst\understand the society in which the library exists .

must be realized if we are to root out social and library causation.

N Attempting to ascertain causes on an international bas1s is dizficult
‘.showever.‘ It is doubtful if we can dofine and measure our own and
\.his policies and practices until we' are sure that we understand fully

‘the social and psycholoyical factors cau ing a forcign librarian to“

e

'carry out his ideas in a:differentfmanner from ours.‘ Only when we

| ~‘have achieved this understanding can we consider how h1s ideas hould~;
'influeace ours, if at all, | | | |
' The comparability of the liorary‘situation ln two countries e kfi;¥

;;f ;may be said to vary w1th the“similarities of the cultures being
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‘the numbcr of similaritics,WOuld be much rcduccd in very disaimilar
usituations,'and the;number’of variables on which:it{would‘be‘posnible
to make‘u°efuldcompari%onsfwould‘be‘small " ‘Such a situation would
sugpcst one in which two conurastlnr case otUdieu were comparcd by o

'(w\‘
third person usolessly. Thenc*aro «ircumstancos where SUch an. GVploratory

N
study can. be: intercstinp, howevcr, evenﬂiibngt very useful iftonly*to
identify and confirm the few sinilarities available.

*‘What about the comparability of the libraries thcmselves?
Is it poss ible to compare the libraries of two countries fairly and
accurately? Is it fair to compare a Bulgarian public library with

a Swiss public library? Can a communist 1ibrary have the same goals L

’ as. a capitalist library? Can a library staff trained in the Prussian

4““““”manner of*scholarly”historioal and theoretical study plus 1nternship

operate a library with the same goa as one operated by a Canadian |
2\‘ C-La‘\, *‘*L? 6)/_
educated librarian? Can a Liverpool special library 100~year cold
e a
) be thought to be in any way comparable to a Nairob1 special library

: two years old° Or is the field of comparative library science a sham
and a fake° Certainly every country is culturally different and its
libraries reflect some of these diiferences. Probably, because of

national political and social differences,‘certain library systems are

A )Se;
much more difficult to compare than others}xbo»cvafi;
A . NG

Of course,‘comparability depends on what;the libraries are

'iltrying to accomplish 'iIf Bulgarian library goals are simifar to those 'fﬁ"t‘i

of American libraries,_then t eyican be_evaluated_falrli‘a ainStdan
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thc mo"t ﬁnnnlal lovcl or else for isolatecd problcms; ¥ihitec has

PP U2l
ﬁ? some intercstinﬁ rcmirks on th1 topic.

‘This discussion leads to tnc que"tion of the appropriateness,

of evaluations in compirative studies. Some students may reject them,
WA\ ‘-\,\U 't‘(A s . ¢
,but to me, L“Ly seem often to be necessnry in Calculatinv the- success

~of a particular library policy.. Its\usefulness,should be«considered
‘before considering its comparability. Evaluations are- necessary ‘at
“several peints in. thc analyves and cannot be avoided On the other{31

";hand thio statement does not nccessarily imply that well researched

L&«"H

,and developed evaluation instrument or standards are now available..

| Certainly, in the U S A., at least they are. not Nor can they be ;
d'provided until the purposes and functions of specific types of libraries
‘;Ab.*/\'
are agreed tos The present statement,_iniampractical_way,_merelv*points__

s

‘out the usefulness, on occasion, of existinp standards, preliminary -
'though they may be, for library evaluation and comparison‘; )
‘, , In a socialist country with a strong central government |
’hlike Bulgaria, certain differences of organization and administration -
;;;Q,j‘can be expected when comparison is made with Sw1tzerland hav1ng
“ a different political and economic system. However, this paper
'assumes most of" these to be differences in practice, not in policies,

fprinc1ples or goals.; Perhaps, even USSR libraries can be examined _

'\by an American w1th standards modified only partially. fﬁ{&

The degree to which libraries':win Bulgaria’ and ‘Switzerland -
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incemparability the comparativc 1ibrary oCienLlut mUﬁt oporate to-
prodmco useful re"u1t~ is hard to oay and may vary from uituation

to ehtmntion, ‘also.  He will almost never find two situatlons which B CQ;,

™. .
‘/‘"I‘J . q\)v\)v <(,:>~4‘ '“‘\ l -,)ﬂC AVV“\ E‘n“‘

are exactly comparable will oftcn need to opcrate in uituations wnich
aves far (rom~provid1np;perfect comparabi]ityvl Whether or not he can
tpuw\;btaLn useful resulte‘ai~the otne?*extremo"oﬂzthe:ﬂcale, however, seems
doubfful. &5
As an example of the. similarity of seemingly different |
libreries, the basic goals of school libraries Fenerally are to select
material which will be useful to the school students and faculty, _- |

particularly in their course work acquire it efficiently, organize

‘,it 80 the right uaer can locate 1t easily, provide capable ‘and helpful N

user assistance, circulate the material simply, and in large numbers,
. . ~3
s \NE &w—-—h..c........ -

- and carry out administration in such a: way taat the 11brary staffTE onE:>

--" """_— I‘

\..___,____.._.... - ___,.,...-

‘”~,fper tudent and makes a strong impact on the school and the unsuccessful
school library is not and does not and these facts do not change from
‘country to country., On this 1evel of generality, the goals of most‘,
of the world”s school lioxaries would be quite comparable noamatter
'dfthe political system under which they worked.“y,‘ | |
Consequently, a good Iranian school 1ibrary would look and ‘y,!y

B Ao
R . \"\\\\”"L“ w Iu.vuv-...

f;‘function much like a good UK school 1ibrary.u The”adjustment for Iran s

,goals, but ”'”‘;




from country to country, what differs is the country'3 ability in tcrms
of oocial "1ibrary and educational variablcs to produoe it at a
particular point in time.iv )
More detalled s tatements of purpo 5C5,y poals and. policics would
bepin to ﬂeparate out °evcral diffcrcnt types of school librarie At
‘lower points on descendinv 1evels of detall, whon we checked mjnor
policiee and procedures, the 11brarieu would oeparate\ven more.
To the extent that it is true to say that no two situations
'are alike, especially when comparing countries, thcn it 1s difflcult
to learn very much to pick up practical ideao, except in pencral terms,
- about one's own sltuation by looking at someone else 5. Attractive as

'this use of the comparative method may seem to be, it is going out of ]

‘favhion, at least temporarily, and comparative echolars are claiming

'only to learn something about educational or social proces es. Many

seek to understand not to reform, to analyse and classify for the |
}immediate future, rather than to predict for the distant future., It is.

xof basic importance ‘to understand the immediate situation first before ,,“"

S
any further use is made of the data and that is difficult enougn ~%5 Aicoanpl

,without adding the hazards of prediction., While certainly of u1timate, ,‘h

'l‘value, particularly for planning future development prtdiction is a

‘step for which few comparative library researchers are ready.»

Another research problem relates to the lack of a theoretical jf~ij§f

fﬂbasis for research

The study of ]ibraries in various countricsﬁis
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o

compnrutivo library suudic : ’
, In 1dd1tion, tho study of libraries in various countrin 1s

made difficult by the lack of accurate and conparsblc data. Usually,
the datn are not b01np rccordcd in a devoloping country, and even
Af they are, thcir dcfinition~ aro not fully equivalont to the definitionsn
uscd in the res carcher'" own, country. So littlc statistical data is’
‘, availnble on‘Iraddllbrar}i;ihr;;ihat objective studies are almost
impossible, uless the rescarch;r collects his ovm data, a difficult
thing to do. ' | |

Even though most of their papers represent a low level of
.scholarship, much of what is known in foreign library science is
‘based on the observations of visitors, at least much of what we can
- read in western languages. Such travellers as Kaser Stone, Byrd, and:
"Bonn dnscribe objective pictures wnich are. useful in evaluating the_:‘
progress and needs of Asian countries 2k, 37 :Though they may not
kqualify as scholarly, ccrtainly many examples of foreign library |
science are ugeful to comparative researchers and~leadathem'to manyi[
of: their research topics. | o e

Comparative library science is such a new and‘difficult field
~,as to ieave the impression that its scholarly study is impossible to |
carry out successfully./ However that 1s not true. While comparative

'hlibrary studies between countries must usually be expressed in somewhat

w'ffmmore peneral terms’than those conducted within one country, thereby

5w~/$lreducing their usefulncss to some extent thls situation does noti*‘“

y .

‘“Vtyfreduce theirvusefulness tozzero.. There is surely to be forecaSt an

v

| ffeventual staFe of development at wnich the comparison of iibraries

‘”gsuperficially, almost*th'?onlyséomparisOnS'avallab1€ now’XWill give way




“”lln%be due in part to thcfincrea ing number ofﬁlibrarians and information

37
scicncc ha, been mcn(ionod many. times, roccntlj by Lhc Innze]opcdla

of Librﬂrv ad Information 9c1nnco 38 This concept and its "ssumptions ~

A Gy

are pqrt of the QPOPJ of intornatlonal library °cicnce, that librnn}rne“sp~
is a wor]dwide phnnomenon, Lhnt the activitics of" other countries are
P, aE T ot : '

oftcn intcrcstinv, and., .that tr:f can mako useful study topics. Most'
librarieﬂ‘around the vorld are bolievcd to have cimilar purposes and
to carry out their tasks in °im11ar wayu to preserve man's heritage,
organiZe, display and cncourame its use., A global perspective tends
- to enhance appreciation ofﬁcontributions‘abroad.‘ This section will
attempt to xnlain the ylobal vieup01nt in some detall.

B The basic a sumption in this theory suggcsts that western
| countries do not possess all of the world's well developed libraries.
Hence, the one world approach 1mp11es consideration,of all countries,

“.:C_,‘,\ L.,QQ_ .
the1r contributions and condltlons of: librar¥auuusmwxand implies the ;

N N L
' ex1stance of a global commonality of library act1vities and of a world-wide
community of 1ibrary interest. A country s small 31ze or unﬁerdeveloped

culture should provide no reeson for discrimination or prejudice of

‘any kind _toward it : Furthermore,_many 11brary trends are apparently

world-wide and can be found to have 31m11ar causes. Each nation s ;‘ . .;kgf,
l11braries are signiflcant not onlv for its own oultural development h.v
:but for, other nations' cultural development aloo.‘ The global concept |

‘:‘of 11brary science should help to brlng out the varying patterns of k

v[library Service and oncourage ﬁreater understanding of them.wyf

The increaslnpyi"terest in 1nternational 11brary sc1ence must
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informntion networks will be intornational, c. g.,.the vork of hcdlaro,

Fhomionl Ab tracto and %cuonre Cxtntion Indox and. an. increasin? number of ‘f”‘.
TR,

e

_librarinns,will work in_other‘countrles.i Tho plobal view~is’the :Emewto
‘ s

[

~the Iranian as to the Chiloan-/alﬁo.‘

e
L

The hritiny of Nasser Sh rify is- holpful in explaining the role

| vof intor atioﬂal studlcs in prOV1ﬁing a new frontier for all librar1ans.39‘

.l,.. -

*Howevnr, h points out their greater importance for developlnp than for
”developed countrles° The latter have thelr own library 11terature and ) i
have already rcached a certain level of success.-,Their occupational““

‘ attention is held almost completely by the many prOJeCtS whlch they have
‘iunder way, and arous1ng 1nterest 1n forelgn projects is difficult. Ofton,fffiﬁ
ehowever, the developing countries have just started modern llbraries ‘V“ ‘
ieand are determined to move up qulckly without having their own literature,‘u:f
.1:They are forced into b1-lingua1 readlng,‘conference attendance jand the Wf%ff

;i‘

G :intensive study of international library orogress, there being nothing

hlocally worth study or emulation.i'

The?e are Several fundamen al problems to be overcome, however;vy‘*”V
,tbefore plobal cons1derat10n can clalm their prOper share of 11brary i o

| ‘attention. The internatlonal free flow of 1nformation is st111 hinderedl;"Fi%’ﬂt
‘":iiaby the difficulty of contactlng unknown librarlans and by national - |
‘Lbarriers of culture; 1anguage, education censorshlp, and mail service.f*"ﬁ:

iy e ‘
S Internatlonal associationo dornot yet attrac 11brar1ans from all countries




‘t:[and thc ro,ult will oftcn by 90% 1oca1 ln eaoh country.‘»
o The 1mportnnoe of thc piobal V1cwp01nt to lleaIY oducat1on“cﬁﬁ“

“Vhardlv bc OVOPGotlm&th Library school study of all klndo‘of intcrnational

w ity Z

f;ltbrary ucience‘ hould rec01ve increascd emphaoi 2 Paculty members
‘lfshould becnme fully aware of the world w1de dimonslons of their s R
wpreynatedz
with the international approach ’ Such a shlft 1n attention should help hhwwh

fspeciallties, and the entlrc currlculum rhould bc reoriented and 1

-t 'make curricula more nearlj univcrsal in usefulnoss. Thc school

wh “h persists in ignoring the wider frame of reference w111 fail to

;eastern 11brary sc1ence.f Thls 1dea 1s spelled out by Sharlfy as well
as by Sable and Deya.#?, f

Surely,‘1t is an act of arrogance and national provin01a11ty

to711mit study to the library science of one s own country when the

ta prim ‘y purpose._ Eventuallygﬁf”



= n‘science of DUbllC ]ibrarianﬂhip exis\s;.for instance, a]though there
. may be thc bovinninﬁ of a. science of British public 1ibrarianship or
"‘i‘of Swodisn public 11brarianship, to 1ist two examples k In othcr words,‘
k d;;no Flob111y applicable public library science has been dcveloped no l“i.N‘
"‘ﬁ body of reneralized or 1nternationalized principles 1ndcpondent of their l‘
| ational sctting, merely VdPlOUS national public library sciences.‘flnr‘ 

"3f‘tmany cascs, the various natlonal princlples are similar and are probably i

ufderived from the principles of otner countries, e. g., those of Australiaﬂ?
‘?msifrom the UK but no one has attempted to trace thelr orlgins or to | |
‘4f¥roduce them to a set of ba51c, internationally uved principles. This )
:ftproject should be of concern to all persons 1nterested in internationa14
S library sc1ence.; In the same way, the entire Iield of 1nternational |

"tlibrary science should be of concern to all modern llbrarians.wj‘r ‘i

, o
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